The study of low-amplitude or 'soft' songs and calls has largely been limited to organisms that produce multiple call types that fall neatly into a bimodal distribution with respect to amplitude. The soft vocalizations of many of these animals, including birds and mammals, have proven to be extremely difficult to collect data on due to difficulty in hearing and recording such songs in the wild, the lack of production of these sounds in captivity, and the difficulty in standardizing measurements of the amplitude produced by free-moving animals. Here I suggest we consistently expand the working definition of soft song to allow for the inclusion of insects and other organisms whose calls do not easily fit into a 'high-amplitude' versus 'low-amplitude' signal paradigm. For instance, some species of moths produce extremely quiet ultrasonic courtship songs without also producing a high-amplitude song, and field crickets sing courtship songs that contain both relatively loud and quiet elements within the same song. Soft-singing moths and crickets may not only prove more practical to work with, but may also provide answers to heretofore untestable hypotheses about the function and evolution of soft song. © 2015 The Association for the Study of Animal Behaviour. Published by Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
Study of acoustic communication has historically focused most attention on signals that are easily identified and observed by humans (i.e. sounds produced within the range of human hearing and produced often enough to be noticed; Bradbury & Vehrencamp, 2011) . Over the last century, the study of acoustic communication and signalling has benefited greatly from extensive observation of wild animals under natural conditions as well as the development of technology for recording and measuring sounds that fall outside of the human hearing range (Ghose & Moss, 2003; Griffin, 1950; Noyes & Pierce, 1938) . Such advances have enabled the documentation of elements of acoustic signals that might otherwise have gone unnoticed and unconfirmed (Griffin, 1946; Thorpe & Griffin, 1962) .
Resulting in part from these technical advances, enormous progress has been made in understanding, for instance, the coevolution of ultrasonic signalling by bats and moths, as well as a more general understanding of predatoreprey influences on signal evolution (Conner & Corcoran, 2012; Greenfield, 2014) . In addition to our interest in sounds outside of the human frequency range, researchers have variously paid attention to sounds produced at relatively low amplitudes. Such sounds can be difficult to detect when studying wild animals that are reticent to behave normally when human observers are close by, but the sounds are of such low amplitude that humans have a difficult time hearing them from more than a few metres away. As a further complication, recent discoveries in moths have found that many species produce extremely low-amplitude courtship signals within the ultrasonic frequency range (Nakano et al., 2008 , Nakano, Takanashi, & Surlykke, 2014 .
Low-amplitude signalling, variably called 'quiet song', 'soft song' or 'whisper communication', is an easily overlooked form of conspecific acoustic signal when more easily studied highamplitude signals exist (Dabelsteen, McGregor, Lampe, Langmore, & Holland, 1998) . Although much of the research with respect to quiet acoustic signals has dealt with songbirds, soft song still has seen limited study (Dabelsteen, 2005) . In a recent survey of lowamplitude vocalizations across North American birds, Reichard and Welklin (2015) found descriptions of soft songs, soft calls or whispers performed by more than half of the species described in the Birds of North America online archive (Poole & Gill, 2005) . This result strongly suggests that quiet acoustic signalling is a prevalent phenomenon among birds and that greater attention should be given to understanding its evolution, function and structural variation from louder, more obvious songs and calls.
In birds, soft intraspecific communication has been associated with both aggression (Akçay, Tom, Campbell, & Beecher, 2011; Ballentine, Searcy, & Nowicki, 2008) and courtship (Dabelsteen et al., 1998; Reichard, Rice, Vanderbilt, & Ketterson, 2011) , and
